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REV. SIR, | 


TW SHOULD have paid my reſpects to you 
1 ſooner, had it not happened, that your 

celebrated performance did not fall into 
my hands, till very lately. 


I eſteem it the undoubted right of every 


man to declare his ſentiments, boldly, and 
in the moſt explicit manner, upon every 


doctrine of the Scriptures; and ] rejoice at 


every publication, which has for its object, 


the diſcuſſion of ſome controverted religious 
duty. Knowledge 1s to the mind, as food 
1s to the body, its life, and ſupport, and 
the miniſter of its pleaſures. But, a great 
encreaſe of knowledge ariſeth from the open 
communication of our ſentiments to one 


A 2 another, 
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another. We frequently learn knowledge 


eyen from one another's errors; or, hence | 
have. occaſion given us, to acquire the more 
ſolid poſſeſſion of truth. I thank you, there - 


fore, for your diſcourſe, entitled Chriſt the 
object of religious aderation, and therefore very 


God. But, I muſt, at the ſame time, ex- 


preſs my concern, that you ſhould have 


uttered any declarations, implying a belief, : 


that none but thoſe of your ſentiments can 


belong to the church of Chriſt. de are 


guilty of 1dolatry, you ſay, p. 23, the whole 
church of Chriſt bas been guilty of it, in the 
groſſeſt manner, from the days of the apoſtles, to 
this preſent hour. This appears to be nothing 
leſs than ſaying, that no man can be a Chri- 
ſtian, unleſs he worſhip Jeſus Chriſt, as 
very God. But, this ſhould not be ſaid, 


ane your doctrine to be true, without 
the ſtrongeſt ſcripture evidence. Much leſs 


ſhould it be ſaid, that it is owing to an im- 
pious perverſeneſs, and impious ingratitude, or 
a ſullen ſilence, that any refuſe to adore 
Chriſt, as God, or to call upon him, by 
prayer. For, it is poſſible, to cheriſh and 
countenance very glaring errors, without 


any impious, or perverſe defi In, indeed, 2 85 
mere weakneſs, or ann, | 


But, I rejoice, to find you acknowledg- 
Ing, that © the queſtion we are diſcuſſing, 
© 18 not of a' illing or indifterent nature. 
9 I relates to the prime and leading arti- 
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©« cle of all religion. It is not a point of 
« ſpeculation merely; our daily practice is 
e concerned in its determination, according 


«to which, we are led either to honour, 


© or diſhonour our Redeemer.” And hence 
I would hope, though you think your 


doctrine as firmly founded as the everlaſting 
ls; that you are ſtill reſolved to enter into 


a farther and more minute inveſtigation of 


it, that, as gold, which is ſeven times pu- 


rified, the more it is tried, the more it may 
daily ſtrike you with its evidence and luſtre. 
With all the genius you poſſeſs, you are 


certainly fallible, and may be miſtaken. And 


a miſtake here, according to your own ſen- 
timents, is very momentous; particularly, 
if it be owing to indulged prejudices, to 


wilful blindnefs, or to an over weening ſo- 


licitude to confirm eſtabliſhed doctrines. 


'You ſeem convinced, that, in your diſ- 


_ courſe the evidence for Athanaſianiſm, 1s 
drawn to a point. And you profels, therefore, 


that your view in delivering it, was to „tribe 
the younger part of your audience with it all at 
once. But if this evidence amounts to no- 
thing, your ſyſtem muſt fall to the ground; 
and you ſhould aſk pardon of your auditors, 
for authontatively endeavouring fo palpably 
to miſlead them. At any rate, you ſhould 


think it unbecoming a profeſſor of ſcience 


to check a ſpirit of enquiry in young men, 


who are expected to be led to the fountain 


az” | of 
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of rational principles, and to be trained up 
in manly ſentiments*. Truth loveth the 
light, and muſt appear more lovely and 
glorious, and obtain more univerſal domi- 
nion, from the ampleſt range that is given 
to the enquirers after it. But, how ſhall 
we be ever able to diſtinguiſh truth from 
falſhood, unleſs we be allowed to compare 
the one with the other? How unworthy is 
it then, of an avowed advocate for truth, 
to recommend it to his hearers, to embrace | 
it blindfold, to reſt ſatisfied with the! evidence 
which, he pretends, he has clearly ſtated tn 
them, or to ſearch and collect the ſame kind 
of evidence only more at large for themſelves. 
Would any man, you farther ſay, perſuade you 
to refuſe divine worſhip to your Redeemer, that 
is, to Jeſus Chriſt. Reje& the attempt, who- 
ever. makes it, with a noble 3 How dif- 
ferent your inſtructions om thoſe of the 
apoſtle Paul, who has encouraged us, to 
prove all thi ngs? 


Ma 


I would alſo entreat you to bo FP fly that 
different per ſons being found to repreſent N 

doctrine in the fame light, and to vindicate 
it by the ſame arguments, is far from being 
an abſolute proof of the truth of ſuch doc- 
trine. Thrs conſideration, you lay, P. 2, above 
ka, Beſides, ſo candid and diſcerning an audience as you had 
the honour: to addreſs, required no lecture upon the danger 
ef thinking. Minds hen ft and ingenuous, like your's, you 757 , will 


Aud no difficulty in forming a right Judement upon the fubjea. 
Why, then ſhould 28 attempt to confine them within a dark 


_ circle? 
all 
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all prevailed that the eftabliſhed doftrine con- 
cernint the worſhip of our Redeemer might re- 
cerve no ſmall degree of confirmation in Wd minds 
of its profeſſors, where, without concert, or con- 
ſultations, perſons fitting down to reconſider it, 
at different times, and in di ferent places, Huld 
be found to repreſent it in the ſame light, and 
0 vindicate it by the ſame arguments, You 
did not reflect, it ſeems, that this reaſon- 
ing, if it has any force in it, will equally 
favour Unitarians, Papiſts, N 
and every other religious ſect under heaven. 
Tranſubſtantiation, has been frequently re- 
pretented in the ſame light, by many differ- 
ent perſons. People profeſſing the ſame 
doctrines, generally repreſent them in the 
ſame light. I believe, too, that this is as 
_ uniformly the caſe with Unitarians as with 
any other Chriſtians. Beſides, though dif- 
ferent ſects without previous concert Or cou- 
ſultation are found to vindicate their ſeveral 
tenets, by the ſame arguments, this only 
ſhews that they draw their arguments from 
the ſame ſources. Thoſe, who are under 
the ſacred influences of reaſon, will always 
be ſurrounded with light. Thoſe, on the con- 
trary, who have only the efabli/hment of 
ſome particular ſyſtem in view, will always 
walk in darknels. According to the foun- 
dation on which we build, our works ſhall 
be as gold, ſilver, or precious ſtones, or, as 


wood, hay, "a 
A4 Hoping 
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Hoping for your diſpaſſionate reception 
of theſe remarks, and your candid atten- 
tion to what follows, | 


J am, at preſent, 
Rev. Sir, 


| Your very humble Servant, 


- 


THEOSEBES. 
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REV. SIR, | e 
| OU are undoubtedly too good a logi- 
1 Y cian, not to acknowledge, that, if 
different paſſages of Scripture be contra- 
dictory one to the other, both cannot be true. 
But, it is the univerſal doctrine of Scrip- 
ture, that there is only One God, One 
Living and True God, who is from Ever- 
laſting, and to Everlaſting “. And, in per- 
fect harmony with the audible voice of na- 
ture, it is the firſt and great command of 
Scripture, Thou ſhalt have no other Gods before 
me: and this implies, as we are repeatedly 
taught, that Thou ſhalt worſhip no other God. 
We learn, again, that the One Only God, 
and ſupreme uncontroulable Sovereign of 
the, Univerſe, is, without any variableneſs or 
ſhadow of turning. As believers in Scripture, | 
therefore, we cannot admit that the One 
God was humbled, or exalted, was born, 
ſuffered death, or was raiſed from the dead. 
We cannot believe, therefore, that Jeſus 
_ Chriſt is the One God. Inſtead, therefore, 
of reaſoning thus, If Jeſus Chriſt be Jebovab, 
he muſt be the object of religious adoration ; and 
i the object of religious adoration, he muſt be 


| © See this point conſidered more at large in the laſt letter. 


Fr . Ol  Fehovab, 
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Fehovah ; you ſhould rather have argued, 


fince Jeſus Chriſt is not Jehovah, he cannot be 
the object of religious adoration ; and if religi- 
ous adoration, therefore, be intended by © call- 


ing upon the name of the Lord,” in my text, 
Jeſus Chrift cannot be that Lord, to whom reli- 
gious adoration is required to be offered.  _ 


Beſides, Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy God, 


and him only ſhalt thou ſerve, is the · language 


of Jeſus himſelf. And he quoted this paſ- 


tage, out of the law, to ſhew that he him- 
ſelf, and all other beings ſhould worſhip no 
other. He accordingly has directed his fol- 


lowers to the Far HERR, as the only object 


of religious worſhip. When thou prayeſt, ſaid 
he, ſay, Our Father, who art in heaven, and, 
he thus addreſſed himſelf to the woman of 
Samaria, The time cometh, and "ip 16, when 
- the true worſhippers, ſball worſhip. the Father, 

that is, the e 1 . in 
truth. Nay, he expreſsly taught the dif- 


ciples, that, after his departure from them, 


they ſhould aſk bim nothing, but that, what- 


ever they ſhould aſk the Father in his name, he 


would give them. If the apoſtles, therefore, 


either addreſſed themſelves in religious ado- 


ration to Chriſt, or exhorted others to do 
ſo, they did this, without any warrant from 
Chriſt, indeed, in direct repugnancy to his 
commands. But the apoſtles, on the contra- 
ry, faithfully followed the directions of their 
_ Maſter, when they inſtructed others upon 


this 


1 1 
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this ſubject. Paul's doctrine. is, that we 


« ſhould give thanks unto the Father. James ſays, 
Ae of God, even the Father of lights, = 
' grveth to all men liberally and upbraideth not. 

And Peter ſays, Glorify God; commit the 


heeping of your ſouls unto him, as unto @ faith- 


ful Creator; humble your ſelves under the mighty 


hand of Cod, caſting all your care upon him. 


= was likewiſe the apoſtles own practice, 


o pray to God, and not to Chriſt. My 
bear s defire and prayer to God, ſays Paul, 


for Ifrael is, that they might be ſaved. And, 


Peter praiſed God, and prayed to God, 
Bleſſed be the God and Father of our Lord Yeſus 
Chriſt, and the Ged of all Grace perfect you. 
Hence, then, you ſhould have concluded, 
without attending to many other paſſages to 


the ſame ri that whatever be the 


meaning of calling upon the name of the Lord, 
m the words of your text, whoſoever calleth 
upon the name of the Lord ſhall be ſaved, no 


ſuch doctrine can be intended here, as that 
we ſhould worſhip Jefus Chriſt as God. 


However, Sir, it was ſurely incumbent on 
you, to have taken ſome little notice of the 
above paſſages, before you ventured to en- 
title your Sermon, Chriſt the object of reli- 


gious adoration, FE therefore very God. Or, 


Parke over all theſe palpable evidences that 
ie againſt you, you ſhould have been clear, 


that you had ſome ſhadow of proof of your 


darling doctrine, before you ſo confidently 
proclaimed it to the univerſity of Oxford, 
and 


Lies: LETTERS on the. 


and ſo ep obtruded it upon the 
world. 


But, you deem it ſufficient to be able 5 
fay, you think your doctrine evidently implied 
in the text. And to make others think with 


you, you ſuppoſe nothing farther to be ne- 
ceſſary, than to. take it for granted, that 
Chriſt is the Lord mentioned there, and then 
to conclude, aſſociating yourſelf with Doctor 
Whitby, that iF applies to him, what by the 


prophet Joel was ſpoken of Jehowab, and, ſe- 
condly, that it affirms him to be the object of re- 
ligious adoration. You, therefore, profeſs 


to prove, firſt, that Chriſt is to be worſhipped, 
and from thence infer bis Divinity. And, to 
this purpoſe, you ſay, Invocation is a part, 


and a principal part of adoration ; but, my text 
mention 7 the invocation of Chriſt as 4 duty, to 


the performance of whi . AB on is annexed. 
Whoſoever, . | 


Now, I am obliged to 45 both your 


pr emiſes, and your concluſion. For, it is 


obvious, from what I have already obſerved, 
that, if the word eU , Ohhy which 1 18 render — 
ed ſhall call upon, refers to an act of religious 
adoration, Paul, who believed there was only 
ONx Gop THE FATHER, muſt have intended, 
in the text, to point him out as the obj ect 
of our homage, under the term Lord. Joel 


certainly thought of no other being, but 


the Eternal Jehovah, as the Saviour of men. 


Peter, 
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Peter, quoting the ſame paſſage, Acts 2, 21, 
means, hkewiſe, the One God, by the terms, 
the Lord; as is evident from his ſo particu- 
_ larly diſtinguiſhing, in the next verſe, God 
' himſelf, from the man approved of God. Who- 
ever, ſays he, ſhall call on the name of the 
Lord ſhall be ſaved. Ye men of Iſrael, hear 
© theſe words; Jeſus of Nazareth, a man ap- 
: proved of God among you, by miracles, and won- 
ders, and ſigus, which God did by him, in the 
' midſt of you. Him, being delivered, by the 
determinate counjel and fore - knowledge 0 

God, ye have taken, and by wicked hands, 


= have crucified and flain: whom Gop hath raiſed 


up, having locſed the pains of death. The 
apoſtle Paul alſo produces the text as a 
proof that the ſame Lord over all is rich unto 
all that call upon him ; which ſhould ſeemingly 
ſnew, that he was ſpeaking of calling upon 
the name of God. So far is it from being 
without doubt, that the context treats wholly of 
C briſt, that the very contrary may, I think, 

be proved. And lo far is the text from in- 


-\ timating, that tbe man, who defires to be ſaved 


muſt call upon Chriſt by prayer, that the con- 
text declares, F thou ſhalt confeſs with thy 
mouth the Lord Feſus Chriſt, and ſhalt believe 

in thine heart that God hath raiſed him from the 
dead, thou ſhalt be ſaved. And hence, I am 
led to affirm that Dr. Whitby's double argu- 
ment does not amount to a ſingle one; for 
if invocation be what is implied in the 
| . word 


FOR „—— 
2 — 


—— 


— — . 2 — 
= — r n " 


ern 
word v . the being to be invoked 18 i 


not Feſus, but Jehovah, 
But, allowing that Chriſt is really the' 


perſon mentioned in the text, you are as 
far from your point as ever. For the 
word :marua, 1 the New Teſtament, does 


never neceſſarily ſignify, when followed by 
an accuſative caſe, to znvoke or worſhip, but 
always naturally, to appeal to, to refer a 


, Cauſe to, or to ſubmit to the juriſdiction or au- 
thority of another x. Origen's teſtimony to 


the contrary, however great a maſter he 


was of the Greek language, can determine 


nothing, unleſs his argument will univer- 
ſally hold good. ö But, if EMLUUAETHphEV0; TO t TE 
Neu, Which is rendered calling upon the name 


of Chri}t, neceſlarily ſignifies that the apoſtle, 


by this phraſeology, declares him to be God, 


* I would be underſtood, to except thoſe paſſages, where 
the word ſignifies, named, or firnamed though even theſe, 
will very well bear the ſame explication. As Acts 11, 13, 
Epic To g, e IIerro, Simon, who was appealed, Or re- 
ferred to, as Peter. 12, 25, Jecervny Tov a Mao, 
John, whoſe firname was Mark, or John aubo was referred to 
as Mark. And 1 5, 22, Ieday Tor r , Bapoapar, Judas, 
firnamed Bar ſabas, or Judas, who was referred to as Barſa- 
bas, Yet, you ſay, ** enmanoum,” including the word it- 
ſelf, and all its derivatives, when followed by an accuſa- 
tive caſe, always ſignifies, to invoke, or worſhip, except 


* only where it ſignifies to appeal to. If it never neceſſarily 


fignihes any thing elſe but to appeal to, there was no room for 
your exception. If it never neceſſarily fignifies to invoke or 
aon, there was no cccaſion for your obſervation at all. If 
it always will very well bear the ſame ſenſe, why ſnhould we 
confound curſelves, by aſcribing to it a variety of different 


- 


ſenſes! 5 


„„ whoſe 


Ts 
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ke 
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whoſe name was called upon, then, cer- 
tainly, he, when followed with an 
other accuſative, denoting any other perſon, 
will like wiſe declare that that other perſon 


is called God. We know, however, that 


Kale irixznwvuci, ATE the words which the 
apoſtle uſeth, Acts 25, 11, when he ſays, 
what we render, I appeal unto Ceſar, that 


is, I refer my cauſe to him. The ſame 


word is uſed for appealed, in the next verſe, 
where Feſtus ſays, Haſt thou appealed unto 


Ceſar? And in the 21ſt verſe, and in the 


2 5th verſe, trix £7 %phEV8 Tov Tec ov, and in : the 
32d verſe of the next chapter, and in the 
19th verſe of the 28th chapter &. But, you 
can hardly venture to affirm, that the apo- 
ſtle meant to call upon Nero, the moſt ex- 
ecrable monſter of the human race, as his 
God, or to pay him religious homage. Again, 


though the word erizanucb)s, 1 Pet. 1, 17 fe. 
fers to the Father himſelf, it does not ſig- 


nify to invoꝶe, or to call upon by prayer; but 
the natural ſenſe of the paſſage, F ye call on 
the Fatber, is, if ye appeal, or refer your cauſe 
to bim, as your judge, ſubmitting to his autho- 


rity. In the verſes preceding and following 


your text, the words ina õĩ˖m and ET EQ NETOVTAL, 
in the paſſages, the ſame Lord over all is rich 
unto all that call upon him, and, how then ſhall 


Paul had appealed, emanoaum, to be reſerved unto 
the hearing of Auguſtus. Acts 25, 21. He himſelf hath ap- 


pealed enmarogue, to Auguſtus. Acts 25, 25. If he had not 


appealed erxexMyro unto Cæſar. Acts 26, 32. TI was con- 
{trained to appeal exuanoxclas unto Ceſar. Acts 28, 19. 


they 


3s 1 LETTERS „ b. 

* they call on him on whom they have not believed, 
have exactly the ſame meaning. Thus, alſo 
we are to underſtand ETIXANZ revov, ETWANE 104 and 


mau in Acts 7, 59; 2 Cor. 1, 23; and 
2 Tim. 2, 22, calling upon God. T call God 


| | fer a record, or I appeal to God as a witneſs, 
= and Them that call en the Lord. And, if this 


be the obvious meaning of 3 with an 


accuſative caſe, when the reference is to 


ALMIGHTY Gop, by what arguments can 
it be ſhewn to have a different, and a higher 
meaning, when the reference is to Jeſus 
Chriſt? Or, rather, is it not impoſſible that 


this ſhould bs the caſe; unleſs ſome texts of 


Scripture can be produced, which expreſsly 
command the religious adoration of Jeſus 


; Chriſt 


It is not certain that the Lord, Acts 22, 
16, ſignifies the Lord Jeſus. However, al- 
lowing this, ſubmitting to the authority of the 
Lord, 1s the plain meaning of calling upon 
the name of the Lord, in this place. Ana- 


nias did not think of teaching Paul, to i- 


v6eke Jeſus, as his God, but to embrace the 
Chriſtian Religion. And, the ſenſe that L 
have given of the paſſage, ſeems as clear as 
it is natural ;. Ariſe and be baptized, and waſh 


away thy fins, ſubmitting to the authority of the 


Lerd. In ſhort, calling upon Jeſus in the 
4 New Teſtament, univerſally ſignified, refer- 


ing our cauſe to him, or ſubmitting to bis au- 5 
therity; namely, that authority, which he 
received 


” 
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received from the Father; and, that is, ſub- 


mitting to the authority of the Father him- 


ſelf, or, that authority which he communi- 
cated to Chriſt, and by him made manifeſt 
to the world. Thus we are to underſtand 
all that call on thy name, Acts q, 14, them 


20% called on this name 21, and, all that in 


every place, call upon the name of J us Chrift 
en Lord, Cor. 1, 2. 


The following are the only remaining 
pallages of the New Teſtament, where 


| emmadaner, Or any of its derivatives, are uſed; 


and, in all theſe paſſages the word fignifics 
named, or ſirnamed. Mat. 10, 3. Luke 22, 
3. As 4, 20- 10, 5, 18, % 
12, 1 15, 17, 22. Heb. 11, 16. and James 


2, 7.8 


Upon what foundation, then, you have | 
preſumed to aſſert, that Chriſt i is the object of 
religious invocation, and, that the man who 
defires to be ſaved, muſt call upon Chriſt Ly 
prayer; or, upon what foundation you have 
concluded, from Paul's addreſſing one of his 
epiſtles 70 all that call upon the. name of the 
Lord Jeſus, that the firſt Chriſtians were cha- 
ratteriſed by that very circumſtance, that they 
znvoked Chriſt, I leave to your ſerious conſi- 
deration, You will not, I hope, ſtill con- 
fidently affirm, that Jour argument lands 


® gee 3 note. 


8 gecd, 


good, and cannot admit of any farther reply, or 
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euaſion n. You will not, I hope, for the 
future, condemn in ſuch reprehenſible terms, 


thoſe who pray only, according to the di- 


rections of Chriſt, to Our F Who 1 is in 
heaven. 


Purpoſing to proceed to the diſcuſſion of 
your other arguments, in the following 
letter, I remain, at preſent, 


Rev. Sir, 


Your very humble Servant, 
5 THEOSEBES. 


* I ſhould be 3 to hn over an opponent, by any 
evaſive arguments, or artifices. Evaſion, belongs as much, at 
leaſt, to thoſe, who ſtyle themſelves Orthodox, as to thoſe, 
whom they are pleaſed to ſtigmatize, as Heterodox. My wiſh 
is, to have it entirely baniſhed out of the world, and to have 


val. heart open to all the ſacred impreſſions of reaſon and 
trut 
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LETTER III. 


REV. SIR, 


Te is not unuſual with _ perſons, af- 
ter they have, or imagined. they have, 
proved one part of their argument, to diſ- 
miſs all the objections of their opponents, 
with a triumphant adieu. But it is not 
my intention even to affect ſuch a con- 

duct. Yet I might fairly determine, that 
if the goſpel be a conſiſtent ſcheme, and if, 
as I preſume, has been ſufficiently ſhewn, 
the goſpel expreſsly requires religious worſhip 
to be paid to the Father only, then all your 
other arguments, to demonſtrate that 7el:- 
gious Wworſhrp is due to Jeſus Chriſt, muſt 
evidently fail. I cannot forbear wondering, 
however, that any mortal could have ever 
diſcovered this doctrine in the benedictions 
1 the apoſtle Paul. When he ſays, 1 Cor. 
1, 3, Grace be to you, and peace from God our 
Father, and from our Lord Teſjus Chriſt, to 

whom can it be ſuppoſed he was addreſſing 
| himſelf? Would it appear, at firſt view, that 
he intended to addreſs himſelf to two diffe- 
rent beings, in the very ſame breath? 
Would it appear, that after he made men- 
tion of God the Father, his thoughts could 
have been immediately called off to any other 
B 2 object, 


ö 
* 
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object, as being, equally with the Father, 
the Fountain of all Good, or, as being, in- 


deed, another Father ? Or, did he not 


plainly, in this paſlage, intend to ſignify, 
that he addreſſed himſelf to God, beſeech- 


ing him, that his grace and favour, origi- 


nally flowing from his infinite fulneſs, and 
afterwards mercifully revealed to Chriſt, and 
communicated to him to be beſtowed upon 
all nations, might reſt upon the Corinthians? 
And, did he not alſo, in 2 Cor. 13, 14, evi- 
dently look up to the ſame glorious Jehovah, 

praying that the grace of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, proceeding from the love: of God, 

founded ſolely upon it, and always leading 
to it, together with the fellowſhip of the 
Holy Spirit, might ever continue with his 
converts? But you conclude, from his man- 
ner of expreſſion, in theſe paſſages, that his 
uſual form of benediction was, by invocation of 
the name of Chriſt; and you ſuppoſe the evi- 
dence deciſive, that he has 7zvoked Chriſt, in 
the one, and Chrif and the Holy Spirit, in 
the other. You did not cider, Sir, that, 

if your remarks have proved any thing, they 
have proved too much. For, if the bene- 
dictions of Paul, declare that there are three 


perſons 1 in the Godhead, the benediction of 


John declares that there are nine perſons in 
the Godhead, or, indeed, ten rather, fince 


John does not expreſsly name the Holy 


Spirit, hm you would ſooner ſuppoſe him 


to have forgotten, in his great confuſion, 


among 


Ir 
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among ſuch a multiplicity of objects, than 


not to have acknowledged, as very God. 


Paul ſays, Grace be to you and peace from God 


the Father, and from our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 


And John ſays, Rev. 1, 4, 5, Grace be unto 
you, and peace from Him who is, and who was, 


and who is to come, and from the ſeven ſpirits 


who are before his throne, and from Jeſus Chriſt, 
Sc. If Paul, therefore, by the form of his 
benediction, invoked Jeſus Chriſt as God ; 
John, certainly, by the form of his bene- 
diction, has invoked the ſeven ſpirits, who 
were before the throne of God, as Gods ; 
and, therefore, the moſt orthodox among 
us, are ſtill ſtrangers to ſeven Gods, or to 
ſeven perſons in the Godhead, whom, ac- 


_ cording to your reaſoning, they a are divinely : 


authoriſed to worſhip. 


There is rather more the appearance of 


a petition having been preferred to Jeſus 


Chriſt, 2 Theſ. 2, 16, yet nothing more 
than an appearance. For God, even our Fa- 


ther, is here particularly diſtinguiſhed from 


Jeſus Chriſt; and the words, who hath loved 
us, and hath given us everlaſting conſolation and 


good hope, through grace, are, according to 


the original, aſcribed to God only. And, 
we know, that it was God, who jo loved the 
world as to give us his only begotten Sen, that 
whoever believeth in him, m1 2 nos perifh, but 
have everlaſting life. It ſhould ſeem mani- 
teſt, then, that the apoſtle, in the above 


B 3 pallage, 
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paſſage, made his requeſt to God, to God 
whom Jeſus acknowledges to be greater than 
all, and to whom he aſcr ibes, all that power 
which he poſſeſſed of giving unto bis ſheep 
eternal life: it ſhould ſeem manifeſt, 1 ſay, 
that the apoſtle made his requeſt to God, 
that he would comfort the hearts of the 
Theſſalonians, by Jeſus Chriſt, or, that 
they might receive abundant comfort from 


Chriſt, to whom God had communicated 
all ſpiritual bleſſings, to be beſtowed upon 


thoſe who ſhould believe in his name. Be- 


ſides, Jeſus Chriſt, or, our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 


is frequently an abridged expreſſion for his 
Geſpel ; and the paſſage in queſtion will 

E very well bear to be interpreted, as if the 
e apoſtle had here prayed, that the goſpel 


might adminiſter to them conſolation, peace, 


and joy, at all times, and that God, by the 


goſpel, might eftabliſh them in every good word 
and work. Beſides, again, people may, at 


any time, uſe a ſimilar phraſeology with that 
of the apoſtle, without being ſuppoſed to 
addreſs any other Being than God. A per- 
ſon may pray, for inſtance, may my ene- 
mies relent and pity me, may the advo- 
e cates of truth and juſtice defend and ſuc- 


* When it is ſaid, Jeſus Chriſt, the ſame cies to day, 


and for ever, the words Jeſus Chriſt, evidently mean the 


Goſpel of eſus Chriſt, This has been always the ſame. But, 
Ill. Chriſt could not have been always the ſame, could not 


have been the ſame, when living and when dead, when in 
his ſtate of nn, and in his ſtate of exaltation. 
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* cour me, and may God ſupport and de- 


liver me,” without meaning to ie his 


enemies, or the advocates of truth and ju- 


ſtice, or to render them religious worſhip. 


In 2 Cor. 12, 8, God is evidently that 
Lord, whom the apoſtle beſou ght thrice, even 


the God of all grace; who, accordingly, as 


we learn in the next verſe, ſaid unto him, 


my grace is ſufficient for thee. Therefore, the 


apoſtle adds, moſt gladly will T rather glory in 
my infirmities, that the power of Chriſt, that is, 


the divine influences of the chriſtian reli. 


gion, which is the grace of God, may ref 
upon me. He ſpeaks of viſions and revelations 
of the Lord, in the firſt verſe. He ſays, in 


the ſecond and third verſes, that, at the 


time he had theſe viſions and revelations, 


Whether he was in the body, or out of the 
body, was known only to God. Which 


ſhews, that by v/ions and revelations of the 
Lord, he meant viſtons and revelations of God; 
and which, therefore, farther ſhews, that it 


was to God he prayed, that the thorn in the 
flaſb might depart from him. 


But there are two more paſſages of ſcrip- 


ture, which muſt not be paſſed over in fi- 
lence, as they afford, you think, ſuch de- 


monſtrable evidences in favour of your doc- 
trine, as cannot be reſiſted. Theſe are 
10 John 5, 13, 14, 15. and 3, 21, 22. and, 
ſo forcibly convincing do you apprehend 
them to be, that you ſeem willing to reſt 

B 4 1 your 
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your whole ar gument upon them. For you 


aſk, in a triumphant manner, Can a mar 
read theſe two paſſages; and doubt for a fmgle 


moment, whether his Saviour, you mean Jeſus 
Chriſt, be the God that beareth prayer ! In the 
firſt paſſage, you acknowledge that God is 


repreſented as the hearer of prayer. For it 


is ſaid, If our heart condemn us not, then have 


we confidence towards God. And, Whatever 
we aſe, wwe receive of him, becauſe wwe keep his 
commandments, Sc. And, in the other paſ- 
ſage, it is not ſaid, Thes zs tbe confidence awe 


have in Chriſt, but, this is the confidence awe 


have in him, that 1 if we aſk any thing accord- 


ing to his will, he heareth us. To what other 


Being; then, can the apoſtle have reſpect, 
in the words, confidence i in him, but to the 


- adorable God, wuom he had before ex- 


preſsly mentioned, as the object of our ado- 
rations, and to whom he was all along lead- 
ing our attention, as the Fountain of life 
and love, and the Author of all our bleſſ- 
i0gs ? If any man fin, he does not direct 
him, to apply for for giveneſs to Jeſus Chriſt; 


but teacheth us, that we have encourage- 


ment, in Chriſt, to apply for forgiveneſs to 


the Father. If any man fin, ſays he, we have 


a Comforter with the. Father, Jeſus Chriſt the 


righteous, Sc.“ And, he looks to God, 


The word gatanbnteg is found only i in five 8 of the 
New Teitament, in the preſent, 1 John 2, 1. and in John 
14, 16, 26. 5. 26.—16, 7. In the four paſſages of 
the Goſpel, it is rendered Comforter, And, no 5 can 

be 
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throughout the whole epiſtle, as the ſove- 


reign ſource of all our mercies in Chriſt 
Jeſus, It was written, o ſhew unto us that 
eternal hfe, which was with the Father, and 
was manfeſted unto us. And, Behold, ſays 
he, what manner of love the Father hath be- 


flowed upon us---the Father firſt loved us---the 
Father ſent the Son to be the Saviour of the 


world. Again, Love is, -God---he loved us 
God is love---God hath given to us eternal 


life, and this life is in his Son. We have, 
therefore, confidence in God, that if we 


aſk any thing, &c. 


Thoſe, who inſinuate that the perſonal 


ſubſtantive immediately preceding the re- 


lative, muſt be always conſidered as its an- 
tecedent, would prove from 2 John 7, that 
Jeſus Chrift is Antichriſt. For, Jig 7s a 
Decerver and an Antichriſt, immediately fol- 
lows the words, Teſus Chriſt is come in the 


be aſſigned, why it ſhould not alſo be rendered Comforter here. 
John 1s the only author who has introduced it at all. Is it 


not likely, therefore, that he always underſtood it in the 
fame ſenſe ? But he profeſſedly underſtood Comporter by it in 


four places out ef five. Beſides, when Jeſus ſaid, / will pray 


the Father, and he will give you ANOTHER Comforter, he 


expreſsly calls himſelf the Comforter of Chriſtians. And, 
there is a dignity in the ſentiment, V have a Comforter with 
the Father. The Holy Spirit, .by which the Goſpel was con- 
firmed, comforted the Chriſtians on earth. And, John tells 
them, that they had another Comforter in heaven, that Ze/us 


aba their Comforter with the Father ; ſignifying, that as 


Jeſus was with the Father, this was full evidence to them, 
that, if they followed his ſteps, they likewiſe, after death, 
ſhould be with the Father, | 


—— — — — — 


- 


26 IL ET T E RS on the 


fsb. However, God is the immediately pre- | 


ceding word, to the paſſage, and this is the 
confidence that we have in him. But, I think, 


that the 12th and 13th verſes ſhould be read 


as in a parentheſis, and that the 7th, and 


the words in earth, in the 8th verſe, becauſe 
they are not John's, ſhould be left out. 


Then would the whole context appear 
characteriſtic of its Author, as bearing wit- 
neſs to the truth, and knowing that his teſli- 
mony was . 


Your criticiſm upon Acts 7. 50, and what 


you have ſaid, concerning the worſhip, which 


was paid to Chriſt, according to the ſcrip- 


tures, and from which you infer his Deity, 
ſhall be the next conſideration of, 


Pur; Ke. 


THE OSE BEsS. 
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* See Emlyn' s Tracts. 
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LET TEA W. 


r b 
OU think it deducible from Acts 7, 59, 
that Stephen here worſhipped Chriſt, that 
he here worſhipped Chriſt, in the very ſame 
manner, in which, a little before, Chriſt him- 


ſelf had worſhipped the Father. But, I won- 


der, you did not obſerve, that, ſuppoſing 


this to be the caſe, it muſt have been very. 


ſtrange, if Stephen acted with propriety, 


that he ſhould have offered the very ſame 
_ worſhip to the wor ſhipper of the Father, which 


the pureſt worſhipper of the Father offered to 
the Father himſelf. Myſtery, you may reply, 
indeed, eaſily reconciles contradictions; and 
we ſhould, tor this reaſon, be moſt fond of 


a thing, becauſe we diſcover a myſtery in 


it*. But this anſwer will not ſatisfy every 
perſon. Many may ſtill think with me, 
that there is no evidence from the words of 
Stephen, that he intended a direct invoca- 
tory addreſs to Jeſus as God. He had, we 
know, both God and Chriſt in contempla- 


tion. He ſaw, he ſays, the Son of Man ftand- 


ing on the right hand of God. And our 


See Beveridge's private Thoughts. | 
+ Stephen does not inform us, that he ſaw the very God, 


tranſ- 
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tranſlators ſeem to have been very right, in 


ſupplying the word God after the words, 
calling upon. For, if Luke had intended to 


inſtruct us, that, while the people ſtoned 
Stephen, he called upon Jeſus, he would have 


written ET6:a)8jev Kugiov Inouv v% Atyorta, &c. in- 


ſtead of what he has written e , ννννjEWl x NEYOVTE, 


Kups ine, &c. Stephen, therefore, called upon 


God, or made his appeal to him. Beſides, you 


know very well, that the paſſage may be 


rendered Lord of feſus receive my ſpirit, kits 
Inns tw, &C. And when Stephen ſaw t 


glory of God, and the Son of Man ſtanding on 
the right band of God, what could be more 
natural to him, as the follower of Jeſus, 
than to commit his departing ſpirit to the 
God of Jeſus, and the God of the ſpirits of 
all fleſh ? Nay, I inſiſt that this muſt be the 
genuine ſenſe of the paſſage, to make it con- 
ſiſtent with the other parts of ſcripture, if 
your explication of the common reading be 
unexceptionably juſt. But if Stephen ac- 
tually ſaid, . my ſpirit, there 
is ſtill a wide diffe 

and Father, into thy bands, I commend my 


ſpirit, There is the difference, that ſubſiſts, 
between 1% Father, who 1s the everlaſting, 


independent, and unchangeable, Sovereign 
of the Univerſe, and the Lord Jeſus, who re- 
ceived all his glory from the Father. Be- 
fides, Stephen, by calling Jeſus Lord, which 
was to the glory of God the Father, cannot 
be rationally ſuppoſed to have given him the 


glory 


rence between his addreſs, 
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glory of the Father. And, notwithſtanding 
what you have aſſerted, every one, who calmly 
att to the matter for a ſingle moment, 
muſt perceive a manifeſt difference, between 
applying for refuge to a perſon whom we 


ſee with our eyes, and praying to the ſame 
perſon as God, when we ſee him not. We 


+ aſk favours one of another in the language 


Ak EY 
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of ſupplication, when we are preſent one to 
another. But, we ſhould be juſtly charged 
with idolatry, if we did the ſame thing, in 
one another's abſence. Stephen, therefore, 
when he /aw Chriſt, when he beheld him 


in poſleſſion of that kingdom for which he 


endured the croſs, when he knew him to 
be the Mediator between God and man, and 
appointed to be the Guardian of all the peo- 
ple of God, might really ſay, Lord Jeſus re- 
ceive my ſpirit, without meaning to counte- 
nance the practice of other Chriſtians, who 
have never ſeen Chriſt, of praying to him as 


God, without meaning any thing more in- 


deed, than if he had ſaid, indirectly addreſſ- 
ing himſelf to the Father, O God, I com- 
% mit myſelf to his care, whom thou haſt 


made the great Captain of my ſalvation, 


and to whom thou haſt given power to 


« preſerve all, who come unto thee through 
c him.” 


When Stephen, again, ſays, Lord lay not 


this fin to their charge, I ſuppoſe that he was 


addreſſing himſelf to God, But, granting 
| the 
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the contrary, he could only have addreſſed 


himſelf to Chriſt, becauſe he was preſent 
with him, and even in theſe circumſtances, 


only as that Being, who had received power 
en Goa, 10 forgive ſins, 


What bs been ſaid above, will fully ap- 
ply to another paſſage, Rev. 22, 20, Which 
you have not mentioned. Even ſo, come 


Lord Jeſus. I ſhall, therefore, only obſerve 


upon this, that, John ſaw Jeſus in viſion, 


that Jeſus ſaid unto him, Behold I come quickly, 
and my reward is with me---and let him that 1s 
atbirft come : and whoever will, let him take of 


the water of life freely, &c. and that John's 


anſwer, therefore, is quite juſt and natural, 


and very different from our praying to Chr iſt 


as God, without having any immediate com- 
munication with him. 


Our way is now clear, 1 hoe, for conſi- 
dering the ſcripture account of the worſhi 


which was paid to Chriſt. And it ſtrikes 


me, at firſt view, that the ſcriptures never 
authoriſe us, to worſhip him as God; which, 
however, you ſhould be able to prove, from 
the moſt indubitable facts, to eſtabliſh your 


Gotrine®, | Thorns, YOu know, 1s indiſcri- 


* You ſay, PEE} Do mot the Scriptures affirm, that Chrift 


fs to be worſhipped, in conſequence of his ſufferings, and exalta- 


tion, and the power with which he was then inveſted? And, 
you anſwer, undoubtedly. But no ſuch ſcripture authorities, 
as you here refer to, are to be found. If they were, why did 


you not name them ? Beſides, when by worſhip, you mean | 


F religious 
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minately uſed, to denote the homage that is 
paid from men to men, or from men to 
God. It literally deſcribes that reſpect, ſub- 


miſſion, or reverence of any kind, which 
is rendered by an inferior to any ſuperior. 


Of what kind, or nature, that reſpect, reve- 


rence, or e en is, can be determined 


only from the apprehended, or pretended, 


character of the perſon to whom it 1s offered, 
in the judgment of him who offers it. If 
God be the object of it, or if it be paid to 


men, under the profeſſed belief that they 


are gods, then it. is, ſtrictly ſpeaking, relz- 


gious, or what we commonly underſtand, in 


our language, without this additional epi- 


thet, by the word worſhip *. But, in any 


other view, the word a never neceſſa- 
rily means religious worſhip. Beſides, you 


religious n nd lad that to be due only to the 
Omni potent Creator, how can you i ſpeak of auonſbip, as being 
divinely required to be offered up to any being, in conſe. 
quence of his /ufferings, and exaltation, and the power with 
which he was invefied? You again lay, p. 21, between the 
creature and its Creator, and the honour due reſpectiwely to ench, 


mut not the difference be ever infinite ? But how does this ap- 


pear, if the Creator may /# Her, if the Creator may be calied, 


and if the Creator may yece:ve power from another? 


* Worſhip, however, does not always mean, even in our 
language, religions worſpip. In the marriage ceremony, for 
inſtance, a man is not underſtood to declarethat he will render 
religious worſhip to his wife, when he ſays, with my body I thee 
eworſhip, Neither do we conſider magiſtrates, as the objects 
of religious worſhip, when we defcribe them as wor/:pful, or 
their worſhips. For, if we did, we ſhould not only be charge- 
able with rendering religious worſhip to thoſe, who, by na- _ 


ture, are no gods, but ſometimes alſo with rendering religious 
worſhip to fools and knaves, 


cannot 
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cannot produce a paſſage of ſcripture, where 


Chriſt is expreſsly ſaid to have been wor- 


ſhipped as God. You cannot ſuppoſe that 
the Eaſtern Magi came up to [Jeruſalem to 


worſhip him as God. You cannot ſuppoſe 
that Herod intended to intimate to them, 
that he deſired to worſhip him as God. You 
cannot ſuppoſe that. they, when they ſaw 
him an infant, in the arms of his mother, 


really worſhipped him as the Sovereign of 
heaven. and earth. The /eper, Mat. 8, 2, 
did not worſhip him as God, but as one 


who could heal him. The ruler, , 18, did 
not worſhip him as God, but as one who 


could reſtore his daughter. The diſciples, 


14, 33, did not worſhip him as God, but, 
according to their own confeſſion, as the 
Son of God. The woman of Canaan, 15, 25, 
did not worſhip him as God, but as one 
who could help her. The mother of Zebedee's 
children, 18, 26, did not worſhip him as 
God, but as a prince of this world, requeſt- 


ing that he would make her ſons his prime 


miniſters. The diſciples, 28, 9, 17, did 
not worſhip him as God. For, ſurely, they 
did not imagine, that God had been in the 
{tate of the dead, and that he had been raiſed 
from the dead. For, by whom then, muſt 
he have been raiſed ? Again, the demoniac, 
called Legion, Mark 5, 6, did not worſhip 
Chriſt as God: for he adjured him by God. 
Thoſe who crucified him, 15, 19, did not 
worſhip him as God, but inſulted him 1 5 

| | oo WW 
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that mock worſhip, which was paid to the 


king of the Jews. See alſo Luke 24, 52. 
and Johng, 38. Now, as the orignal word, 


which in all the above paſlages, is rendered 
worſhip, ſignified no more than to pay reve- 
rence to Chriſt under a particular character, 
or to acknowledge him to be the Son of God, 
and that he poſſeſſed the gifts of healing, and 
of reſtoring the dead, what room was there 


to forbid perſons to worſhip or reverence him, 


according to the character that belonged to 
him, that is, to forbid perſons to acknow- 


ledge him to be poſſeſſed of that authority, 


with which he was evidently inveſted ? But 
if thoſe perſons could have thought, that 
Jeſus, whom they ſaw labouring under all 
the infirmities of mortality, was at the ſame 


time the omnipotent and: impaſlible God ; 


he himſelf ſufficiently cautioned them againſt 


entertaining any ſuch ſentiments, by repeat- 


edly aſſuring them, that he received all his 
power from the Father, and that he did not 
the works which they ſaw in him, but that 
the Father wrought all theſe works by him. 
But there ſeems to have been ſufficient rea- 
ſon, to forbid Cornelius to worſhip Peter, 
and John to worſhip the Angel. The wor- 


ſhip which Cornelius paid to Peter was ſuch 
as is uſually paid, by the humbleſt ſubjects 


to the moſt exalted monarchs, and, there- 


fore, could not be accepted by Peter, from 
Cornelius, conſiſtently with the command 


of Chriſt, that Peter ſhould not become the 
19 C | maſter 
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maſter of any man, or exerciſe any kind of 
authority over any man. And the ſame 


may be ſaid of the worſhip which John of- 
fered to the angel. It was ſuch, as ſhould be 
rendered only to ſuperiors. But, the angel was 


not ſuperior to John. And he aſſigns this as a 


. reaſon, why John ſhould not worſhip him. 


See, ſays wag thou do it not. Tam thy fellow-ſer- 


want, and of thy brethren, that have the teſti- 


mony of Jeſus. Rev. 19, 10. 22,8. It is 
alſo to be obſerved, that Peter dd not direct 


Cornelius to worſhip Chriſt, nor the angel 


direct John to worſhip Chriſt. On the con- 
trary, the angel ſaid to John, worſbip God. 
And, indeed, where any religious worſhip 18 
expreſsly commanded i in the New Teſtament, 
as well as in the Old, we are univerſally di- 
rected to God, as the only object of it. 


"Thou ſhalt worſhip no other God. Exod. 34, 14. 


Tf thou do at all forget the Lord thy God, and 
walk after other gods, and ſerve them, and or- 
ip them, I teſtify againſt you this day, that you 
fhall ſurely periſh. See alſo Deut. 26, 10. 3o, 
17. 2 Kings 17, 36. 1 Chron. 16, 29. Pſa. 
81, 9. 95, 6. 99, 5. &c. &c. Jeſus alſo ſays, 


Ton ſha worſhip the Lord thy God, and him 
only ſhalt thou ſerve. Mat. 4, 10. The true 


worſt ppers ſhall worſhip the Father. John 4, 
23. See allo 1 Cor. 14, 25. Rev. 7, 11. II, 


16. 14, 7. 19, 4. &c. 


It is alſo to be obſerved, that, in Sho pro- 
phecies relating to the kingdom of Chriſt, 
| where 
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where the worſhip of the ſubjects of this 
kingdom is deſcribed, God is pointed out as 
the object of it. Al the ends of the world ſhall 
remember, and turn unto the Lord; and all the 
 kindreds of the nations ſhall worſhip before thee. 
Pſ. 225 i 
I think; now, that all thoſe enten 
will vaniſh, which have been ſtarted con- 
cerning that paſſage in Heb. 1, 6. And let 
all the angels of God worſhip him. Whatever 
ys worſhip be, 1t 18 God who commandeth 
And God commandeth that it ſhould 
1 given to another. But God, ſurely, could 
not command, that religious worſhip ſhould 
be given to any other than himſelf . If, 
therefore, by the angels here, we are to un- 
derſtand the angels of heaven, nothing more 
could have been intended, according to the 
clear doctrine of ſcripture already delivered, 
than that the angels of heaven were inferior 
in dignity to Jeſus, and that they ſhould 
be ſubject to him. We cannot ſuppoſe, 
however, that the author of this epiſtle 


9 7 Will alſo give thee for a « light to the Gentiles, that thou 
mayeſt be my ſalvation unto the ends of the earth, Thus ſaith 
the Lord, the Redeemer of 1jrael, his Holy One, to him whom 
man deſpiſeth, to him whom the nation abhorreth, to a ſervant 
4. rulers; Kings ſhall fee, and ariſe ; princes alſo ſhall worſhip ; 

auſe of the Lord that is faithful, the Holy One of Iſrael, and 

he ſhall chogſe thee. Iſa. 49, 6, 7. The Lord will be terrible 
unto them : for he auill famiſh all the gods of. the earth; and 
men ſhall worſhip him, every one from his place, even all the idols 
of the heathen.” Zeph. 2, 11. 

+ For, 8 glory, ſays he, Jill not give unto another. 


C 2 could 
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could have intended to aſk us, what God 
had ſaid to the angels of heaven? But we 
may well ſuppoſe him to have put the que- 
ſtion, what had God ſaid to the angels on 
earth, or to all thoſe men, whom he had 
appointed to be the meſſengers of his will to 
men? The original word, which 1s tranſlated 
16 angel, means nothing more in itſelf than 
i | meſſenger. And whether ſuch meſſenger be 
1 ſome ſuperior ſpiritual being, or only a man, 
141 1s to be determined by the character he bears 
ve in other reſpects. The word angels here, 1 
11 then, might refer, according to Pſ. 97, 7 
it to earthly magiſtrates, who are called gods. 
[ii And, then, the ſenſe of the paſſage ſhould 
„ be, chat Jeſus was Greater than them all, 1 
148TH and that they ſhould all yield ſubjection to 
his divinely eſtabliſhed dominion over them. 
But, the apoſtle ſhould rather ſeem to have 
had. in his eye, the prophets of God, who 
had gone before Chriſt. He draws a paral- 
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. lel — them and Chriſt, in the firſt and 
1 | ſecond verſes. God, who, at ſunary times, F 
1 and in divers manners, ſpake in time paſt unto | 
1 the fathers, by the prophets, hath in theſe laſt 
1.19 days, ſpoken unto us by his Sen. And it was 
— | very natural, in writing to the Jews, to ſhew 
14 | that Jeſus was ſuperior to all their prophets, 
_ = as God had more highly diſtinguiſhed him. 
i Sad raiſed none of the prophets from the 
1 dead. He ſaid to none of them, Thou art 
1 my Son, this day have J begotten thee. He ſaid 
118 to none of them, let the others be ſubject to 
1 | . 
| 5 
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him. But, when he bringeth in the firſt begot- 
ten into the world, he faith, and let all the an- 
gels, the meſſengers, of God worſhip him, that 
is, © Let all the other prophets give way to 
ce him, and acknowledge their inferiority ; 
« and let him be reverenced, as the moſt 


perfect and enlightened teacher that God 
<« ever ſent into the world.“ 


But, you are poſitive, Sir, that in the 
above paſſage, the very ſame worſhip is com- 
manded to be paid to Chriſt, by all the an- 
gels of heaven, that they harmoniouſly of- 
fered up to the God of Chriſt. And, you 
think, that this 1s fully exemplified, in Rev. 
5, 12, 13; Where, you ſay, All the angelic 
intelligences are repreſented as aſcribing the 
VERY SAME Oleſſing, Sc. to Gcd and Chriſt in 
conjunction. But, if you look again into your 
Bible, you will find that you have made an 
addition to the text. For though blefjing, and 
honour, and glory, and power be aſcribed unto 
| him that fitteth upon the throne, and unto the 
Lamb, it is not ſaid that the very ſame aſcrip- 
tions of praiſe belong to one, as to the other, 
or were offered to both in conjunction. Paul 
ſays, It pleaſed the Father, that in him fhould 
all Fulneſs dwell, and that every tongue ſhall 
confeſs that Jeſus Chriſt is Lord, to the glory of 
God the Father. But, a derived and depen- 
dent glory, can never be the very ſame with 
original and ſelf- exiſtent glory: nor can that 
glory, which ultimately terminates in the 
| C3 F 


. Cate gy * 
1 


l - gu — ; 
.. 23 he nds. rn 2 ru — i - 
- Sa — , ‚ Pit EO -r ,,, ate at) ob ig I I GE AGE ga I eo i 
> I ons — 1 


— — 
ene — 


Ex de eg eee — Wee 
— — 


e 
_ — ——ů*⁵ꝛ 


— — — 


— ——ů —e 


Me, - >< 


— 3 
—— — — — — 8 — 


3 


r 


— STATS: 7 


F Ä r ] r 


. 


th. 


ne CREE — - — 


ä 


ry th. — a 


e 


qually applicable to them all. 


And, in all caſes, 
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Father, or which is given to Chriſt to the 
glory of the Father, be ever conſidered as 
upon an equality with that glory, which is 
given to the Father himſelf, as ſupreme over 
all, and as centering ſolely in him, without 


paſſing to any other Being in the uni- 
Beſides, when we deſcribe different 


verſe. 
beings, in the ſame ſcale of exiſtence, under 
the very ſame character, we do not mean 
to affirm, that that deſcription, which we 
mention, as common to them all, is e- 
Much leſs 
tan this be our meaning, when we thus 
ſpeak of different orders of beings. 


that they are equally ſo. 
it be imagined, that, when the great God 
1s ſpoken of in the ſame language with in- 
ferior beings, that inferior beings are there- 
fore intended to be deſcribed as upon a level 
with God. Though we call men we, and 


good, and holy, we mean, notwithſtanding, 


that teiſdom, and goodneſs, and bolineſs, con- 
ſidered as abſolute perfections, or 3 


dent, inherent poſſeſſions, belong only ta 


God; and we, therefore, ſay, with — 


There is none good but God, with Paul, Gd 


only is wiſe, and with John, God only is holy. 
indeed, we ſhould be 
taught to underſtand the ſame deſcription 
of different beings, and the ſame aſcriptions 


of praiſe applied to them, either literally or 


figuratively, according to the proper cha- 
racter of each of theſe beings, and the*un- 


queſtion- 


When 
we call men and angels Hoh, we do not mean 


Much leſs ſtill can 
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queſtionable perfections which otherwiſe ſe- 


verally belong to them. We give glory and 


honour and bleſſing to men, without mean- 


ing to conſider them as any thing more than 


men. In like manner, we call Jeſus Lord, 


but, we mean the anointed Lord, who is at 


the ſame time ſubject to the One Lord over 
all beings, even the Father, and whole lord- 
ſhip, therefore, 1s perpetually dependent on 
his will and pleaſure, becauſe he received it 
from the Father. We again, call Jeſus our 


Saviour, but we mean the deputed and ap- 
Eran Saviour, becauſe God is the abſo- 


jute Saviour of all men, and it is the Father 


who ſaveth us by Jeſus Chriſt, When we 
aſcribe, therefore, bleſſing, and glory, and ho- 


nour, and power to Chriſt, we ſhould only 


be underſtood to acquieice, and rejoice, in 
that % ing, and glory, and honour, and poaver = 
which he received from the Father, and to 
pray for the univerſal progreſs and continu- 
ance of his kingdom. This is John's mean- 
ing, when he ſays, Rev. 1, 5, 6, Unto him, 


who loved us, and waſhed us from cur ſins in his 


own blood, that is, redeemed us by his death 


and reſurrection from the dead, and hath 


made us kings and prieſts unto Gon AND Hs 


 FaTHER ; to him be glory and dominion for 


ever and ever. Amen. But, when we aſcribe 
bleſſing, and glory, and honour, and power unto 
him that ſitteth on the throne, we look up 


to God, as ſupreme over all, we adore him 


as the abſolutely peerleſs and indefectible 
| "  F=04 _ - - _ 
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ſource of all wiſdom, and power, and good- 


neſs, we rejoice in his everlaſting, univerſal, 

unchangeable, and uncontroulable domi- 
nion, and expreſs our ſubmiſſion to all his 
diſpenſations. And when we uſe the above 
language, concerning both the Father and 
the Son, at the ſame time, we ſhould mean 
no more than to rejoice in theſe declarations 
of Chriſt, he that overcometh and keepeth my 


works unto the end, to him will I give power 


over the nations---even as ] have received of my 


Father, For, as the Father raiſeth up the 


dead, and quickeneth them; even ſo the Son 
quickeneth whom he will. For. as the Father 


hath liſe in himſelf, ſo hath he given to the Son 


to have life in himſelf; and hath given him an 


auzhori ty to execute judgment alfo, becauſe he 


7s the Son of man. In ſhort, all religious 
homage, adoration, and praiſe, or all our 
ſervices, as creatures, belong only unto God. 
Let it ever, therefore, be the devout and 
elevated language of all created intelligences, 


 Bl:ſſing, and glory, and wiſdom, and thankſ- 


giving, and honour, and power, and might, be 
unto our God for ever and ever. Amen *. 


But, to haſten to a concluſion of this part 5 
of the ſubject, I muſt obſerve, Sir, con- 


It is alſo ur of notice, that T., or Ligen, which, 
1 believe, always imply, religious avorſhip, either true or falſe, 
is never applied to Chriſt in the New'Teſtament. Neither is 


AcTpiuy, becauſe it more generally ſignifies, religious worſhip, 
though not without ſome exceptions. 
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cerning John 5, 13, as I did concerning 


Rev. 5, 13. that you have added to the text. 


For you repreſent it, as if it was ſaid, In 
heaven all honour the Son even as they eee 
the Father. But the text is, Fhat all auen 


ſhould honour the Son, even as they honour, the 


Father. And, *© theſe words,” as a modern 
writer ſays, © cannot poſſibly convey ſo ab- 
e ſurd and impious an idea, as that we 
** ſhould conſider the Son upon an equality 
„with the Father, or even that the Son 


„ ſhould become as high an object of our 


*« adoration, The word ks never ſigni- 
fies æqualiter, equally, but, quum ficut, 
&* znaſmuch as; and the only rational con- 


* {kruction that can be put upon this cele- 


te brated paſlage, is, that all men ſhould honour 
* the Son, if they really do honour the Father, 
* or, I they would ſhew that they really honour 


0 the Father; and thus our Lord fully ex- 


c plained it in the following words, when 
« he ſays, He that honoureth not the Son how 
e noureth not the Father who hath ſent bim. 
** As if he had ſaid, by affirming, that all 
* men ſhould honour the Son, Sc. I mean, 
ce that he that honoureth not the Son, Sc. As 
< he ſaid at another time; he that deſpiſeth 
* him, deſpiſeth not him, but him that ſent him. 
It was really the Father, who was diſho- 


_ « noured; when no regard was paid to the 


« declarations of the Son. He acted under 


the authority of the Father; and he vin- 


5 diente. not his own author! ity (he claim- 
cc ed 
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«ed no authority of his own) but the au- 
« thority of the Father. I can of my own 
« ſelf, ſays he, in this very chapter, do no- 
* thing : as I hear, I judge---T ſeek not my own 
e ail but the will of the Father who hath ſent . 

ne. If bear witneſs of myſelf, my witneſs ; 
* 75 not true, &c. How aſtoniſhing, then, 

e that men can repreſent our Lord, as con- 
te tradictorily claiming, in the ſame breath, 
* what he had ſo repeatedly diſavowed and 
é rejected, namely thoſe divine honours, 
«*« which belong to the Father only, or as 
« touching us, that we ſhould make no 
« diſtinction between him who did nothing 
« of himſelf, and him who did all things by 
* him, and can do all things of himſelf, and 
*« that we ſhould render the ſame perſonal ' 
ce homage to the meſſenger of God, whoſe 
© whole dependence was upon God, as to 
the unchangeable and everlaſting God him- 

„ ſelf!” See Human Authority in Matters of 
Faith, IT fo ade ni P79; 20. 
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But, Sir, not ſatisfied with attempting 1 
to eſtabliſh the doctrine of two Gods, when { 
you have completely done this, as you think, 
you then introduce us to a third. Equal 
„ honour,” you ſay, © ſhould be paid to 
« both Father and Son with the Holy Spi- 
« rit.” And this you infer, from the bap- 
t1ſmal- form running in the name of all three. 
Theſe three, you farther tell us, are not pro- 
perties; they are perſons certainly. And, you 


again 
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: again aſfirm, that, whether St. John has ſaid 


it or not, if there be any meaning in words, 


Tursg TnrEr ARE Ox R. You, ſurely, 
mult be an adept in hitring off the mean- 
ing of words, Words can have no mean- 
ing, if Three has a different meaning from 
One! A Both, and a One added to this Both, 


do altogether make only One---one indivi- 


dual being, three times one perſon indeed, 
firſt, ſecond, third, in order, and yet all 


not beyond the number One! No matter 


what John wrote, or thought about it. 


Can any thing in the world be more plain ? 


But, theſe Three muſt be One, you think, be- 


cauſe we are baptiſed into the name of the 


three; and you would not be baptiſed into 
the name of a creature. You know, how- 
ever, that'the Jews were baptiſed into Moſes, 
and why would you not be {ubject to a crea- 
ture, to the glory of the Creator? The 


goſpel is the doctrine of repentance towards 


God; and as Jeſus, in the goſpel, is the 


1 way to the Father, and as the miſſion of 


2 and the truth of the goſpel, have 
een confirmed by the Holy Spirit, what 
abſurdity can there be, in being baptiſed in 
the name of Jeſus, and the Holy Spirit, 
though neither of theſe was God ? Or, what 
tendency can this have to miſlead us from 


the Father, or to make us glorify the crea- 


ture as the Creator? On the contr ary, it is, 
by the goſpel, conſidered as the revelation 
of Jeſus, and as confirmed by the infallible 
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teſtimony of the Holy Spirit, that we are 


moſt powerfully drawn to the Father and 
eternal life *. e 


J would obſerve, once more, that the i 
perſonality of the Holy Spirit, is not to be 


determined, by ſaying, certainly it is ſo. We 


have had ſomething more than affirmations, 


we have had many cogent arguments, to 
prove the contrary. But, I think, that no 
other arguments are neceſſary to this pur- 


poſe, beſides thoſe with which Luke has 


furniſhed us, in his deſcription of the Hol 


Spirit, when given to the apoſtles. Let any 


one impartially, and without prejudice, read 


this deſcription, and then judge for him- 


ſelf.” + 


I have now finiſhed my obſervations upon 


what you call your Scripture Evidence. I 
| ſhall therefore proceed in my next letter, to 


conſider your extracts from the fathers, &c. 


In the mean time you will allow me to 
ſubſcribe myſelf, | 


. Your friend and humble ſervant, 


THE OSEBES. 


* « ſeſus having been inveſted with ſovereign power after 
« his reſurrection, he then commanded his diſciples, to bap- 
«« tize in the name of the Father, &c. that is, with the full- 
s eſt poſſibie divine authority—that is, of the Father, who 


1 had given all power to the Son, and alſo confirmed his 


« divine miſſion by miracles See 1 he open Adare/s of New 
Teflament Evidence, p. 28, 34. 


See the next letter, p. 61, 62. 
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J 


REV. SIR, 


HAVE neither time nor e at 
reſent, to enter into a particular ex- 


amination of all the ſentiments of the fa- 


thers, as they are called, upon the doctrine 


under conſideration. I remember enough 


of them, to know, that there are fathers 
againſt fathers, and the ſame father againſt 
himſelf, upon almoſt all doctrines. I know, 
beſides, that the ſentiments of the moſt ve- 
nerable of the fathers, or of all the fathers 
put together, are no rule of faith to Chri- 
ſtians. The Bible is our religion. And all 
the authorities that you can quote, except 
the Bible, ſhall have no more weight with 
me than an Italian bull, 


I inſt obſerve, however, that you have 
not refuted Mr. Lindſey s aſſertion, that all 


chriſtian people, for upwards of 300 years after 


Chriſt, till the council of Nice, were generally 


 Unitarians. If authority may be poiſed 


againſt authority, lord chancellor King is 
againſt you. The fathers themſelves are 
againſt you. And biſhop Bull, who em- 
braced your own ſentiments, 1s againſt you. 
For, he ſays, that in the fo ft and beſt ages, 
the 
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the churches of Chriſt directed all their prayers, 


according to the ſcripture, to G od only. and 


that in the Clementine Liturgy, which contained 
the order of worſhip before the time of Conſtan- 
tine, all prayers are directed to the Father. 
See Lindje „ 148. 


-L.would alſo obſerve, that moſt of thoſe 


teſtimonies which you have produced from 


the fathers, are far from being poſitively in 


your favour. Polycarp, in his benediction 
which you have quoted, p. 10, The God and 
Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, Ge. poſitively 
diſtinguiſheth between God the Father, and 


our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, calls Jeſus Chriſt the 


Son of the Father, whom the Father raiſed 
from the dead. Again, in his doxology, 
Which you have quoted, p. 11, and which, 


you ſay, he concluded to the whole J. rinity, we 


find no fuch terms as the whole Trinity. I 
bleſs thee, I praiſe thee, I glorify thee for all 
things, together with the eternal and heavenly 
Jeſus Chriſt, thy beloved Son, with whom unto 
thee, and the Hoh Sprrit, be glory, Sc. So 
prayed, you fay, 755 holy biſhop. And upon 


the ſole foundation of this prayer, you 2 


we find him in the poſſeſſion of the doctrine 0 

coequal and coeternal J rinity. What he meant 

by eternal, when applied to Jeſus Chriſt, I 
do not know x. But, I think it evident, 


He poſſibly might have meant no more, than that he 


Was a prieſt for ever, after the order of Melchiſedec. 


that, 
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that, by calling Jeſus Chriſt, the beloved 
Son of God, he denied him to be coegual, or 
coeternal with him. However, if this holy 
biſhop whiſpered in your ear, that he pro- 
feſſed the ſame doctrine which you profeſs, 
he might have been ignorant of the proper ob- 
ject of chriſtian worſhip as much as many 
others, who lived before him, and were 
taught by the apoſtles as well as he. And 
if he did not derive this doctrine from the Pla- 
toniſis, I with to be informed from what 
other quarter he borrowed it *. 


Ignatius does not ſay what you make him 


ſay, in your tranſlation, I glorify Jeſus our 


God, but Tglorify Feſus the God. He might 
have meant, by the God, no more than the 
appointed Governor. But let him have meant 
what he would, he might be miſtaken, as 
much as thoſe Antichriſts ; of whom John 


ſpake, in his time. 


* You again underſtand Polycarp, p. 27, as pronouncing 
the refuſal of religious adoration to Jeſus Chriſt, to be equiva- 
lent with b/a/pheming his King and his Saviour. But Polycarp 
has not authoriſed you to affix this meaning to his words. 


There can be no connexion, indeed, between the one idea 


and the other. By b/a/pheming Chriſt, Polycarp underſtood, 


denying and renouncing him. And, whatever were his ſenti- 


ments, in other reſpects, he had more charity, I hope, than 
to call any perſons blaſyphemert, who profeſſed ſubjection to 


the authority of Chriſt, though they did not believe exactly 
as he did. 
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Neither does Juſtin Martyr mention he 


 »aobole Trinity, nor any ſuch word as the 
Trinity, as the object of chriſtian worſtip. There 
is, certainly, great confuſion in his lan- 
guage, when he ſays, We worſhip and 


« adore the God of rightecuſneſs, and his 
* Son, and the Holy Spirit of prophecy.” 

Yet, that he did not here mean to ſay, that 
the Chriſtians worſhipped and adored the 
Son of the God of righteouſneſs, and the 


Holy Spirit of prophecy, is evident from 
his declaration to the emperors---** We hold 


« it unlawful to worſhip any but God a- 
lone.“ He could not, ſurely, mean to ſay, 
if he was in his right mind, that the God of 
righteouſneſs was not Ged alone, or that ei- 
ther the Son of the God of righteouſneſs, or the 
Holy Spirit of prophecy, was God alone. We 
may ſuppoſe, therefore, that Martyr either 


expreſſed himſelf in an unguarded manner, 
but that he fully explained himſelf to the 


emperors, or that ſome of his negligent 


tranſcribers might have dropt one of his 


words, and that he might have original- 
Iy written, We worſhip and adore the 
„Good of righteouſneſs, and we believe 


in his Son, and the Holy Spirit of * 


<« phecy.” 


oOrigen' 8 teſtimony, p. 1. if it proves 


any thing, ſhews that he believed both the 
F 22 and the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, 


to 
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to be creatures . However, he alſo, might 
have been injured by his tranſcribers. 


* 


| But you refute yourſelf, I think, wen 


you fay, that the Chriſtians objected to 
the Pagans their idolatry, that the Pa- 
tc gans retorted the objection on the Chri- 
„ ſtians as the worſhippers of a crucified 
e man, and that the Chriſtians did not 
« deny the charge, but acknowledged it 
* univerſally.” For the Chriſtians, accord- 
ing to yu own account, defended them- 
ſelves, by ſaying, we worſhip God alone. But 
the Chriſtians, ſurely, beheved that Jeſus 
Chriſt had been a crucified man. They de- 


nied, therefore, that they worſhipped him, 


when they affirmed, that they worſhipped 
God alone, or the only God, @w ws wow, 


But, though you would have your readers 
_ conclude, that you deem the above quota- 
tions from the fathers 70 be abſolutely unan- 
ſwerable, you ſeem conſcious, notwitſtand- 
ing, that there are ſome almoſt inſurmount- 
able difficulties remaining. You are forced 
to confeſs, that the Son was begotten of the 
Father, and that the Spirit proceeded from 
both. But to the objections ariſing from 
theſe unqueſtionable facts, you only reply, 


This is the moſt obvious meaning of the words,. We 
«© worſhip and adore no creature, but the Father, the Son, 
„ and the Holy Ghoſt.” Addiſon, therefore, juſtly con- 
demns Milton, for uſing a ſimilar kind of expreſſion: 
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« No matter bow the Son was begotten of 
« the Father, or bow the Spirit proceeds from 
* both.” Seriouſly, Sir, can you think 
this reaſoning? The queſtion is not, how | 
the Son was begotten, or how the Spirit pro- 
ceeded from both ; but whether or not, the 
Son' was. begotten, and the Spirit proceeded 7 
from both the Father and the Son. If the 
Son was begotten, he was not the Being who 
begot him, and if the Spirit proceeded from 
both, he could neither be the one, nor the 
other, of thoſe from whom he proceeded. I 
fear, therefore, that, unleſs the everlaſting 
hills be fixed more fir mly than your premiſes 
and concluſion, . will 2 n, Thats 
under our feet. 


As I have — 75 particular, All alane; 
in replying to every argument, which you 
urged in the defence of your cauſe, I will 
take ſome notice of your teſtimonies from 
Pliny and Lucian. Pliny, indeed, hardly 
gives you any ſupport at all. He only re- 
ports, that, according to the n. 
which he took down from the Chriſtians, 
their cuſtom was to meet on a certain day, 


before ĩt was light, and among other parts 


of their worſhip, ſing an hymn to Chriſt, 
« as to their God--carmengue Chriſto, quaſi Des, | 
te Jicere ſecum in vicem. We are not to ſup- 

poſe, that Pliny was fo exact as to take their 
_ confeſſion word for word as they delivered 
it, or that he was ſolicitous to do any thing 
more than record what he apprehended to 


be 
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be the ſenſe of it. They might not have 


uſed the word Deo, but Saluatori, or ſome 
other word. The hymn, which they ſung, 
might have been what we have already con- 
fidered from Rev. 5,- 13. However, the 
word quaſi ſhews, that they did not ſing an 


hymn. to Chriſt, as being really God, but as 


be were a God, or one inyeſted with divine 
8 . | TE 


Lucian, however, ſpeaks to hs point. 
But Lucian's deſign was, you know, to ri- 
dicule Chriſtianity. And he had wit enough 
to repreſent the Chriſtians' mention of the 


great, immortal, heavenly God, and the Son of 


the Father, and the Spirit proceeding from the 
Father, as if they had profeſſed to believe in 
a a ſort of compound Being, denominated One 
in Three, and Three in One. And this ridi- 
cule of his might poſſibly have given the 
hint, to thoſe who had not half his inven- 
tion to ſtart the doctrine of the Trinity at 


firſt. Beſides, we are ſure, that one part 


of his account is not true, in which he makes 
the Chriſtians call their God, Jupiter, a name 
that they abhorred. We may, therefore, well 
queſtion his veracity, in the other parts of it. 
But, the manner, you lay, in which this teſti- 
mony affected Socinus, well deſerves our notice. 
It well deſerves our notice, then, it ſeems, 
that Socinus ſhould have ſaid, he never met, 
in the courſe of his reading, any greater 

evidence of the belief and worſhip df a Triune 


D 2 | | God, 
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God, having taken place among Chriſtians, 
towards the cloſe of the ſecond century, than 


in the dialogue of Lucian, ſtyled Philopatris. 


What leſs was this than ſaying, that there 
was no evidence for any ſuch doctrine in 
the ſcriptures, nor even in any of the chri- 
ſhan writers before Lucian; or, that he had 


not ſuch great proofs of their belief of fuch 


doctrine from the Chriſtians themſelves, as 
from their enemy Lucian ? However, theſe 
proofs, did not ſo far affect him, as to make 
him believe even in a twofold God, or, in 


any re Fe to relinquiſh the grand doc- f 


gr 0 he * 

You, again, Miumph « over er by 
remarking, that he was confounded and ſi- 
lenced, When vindicating the worſhip of 
Chriſt, by one of his own diſciples. But, 
this matter of triumph only ſhews us, that 
Socinus was fallible, and that his diſciple, 
upon one particular, aw farther, and rea- 


ſoned more juſtly than he did. Before we 


exult much, however, in detecting a mi- 
ſtake of ſo great a man, we ſhould be able 
to name ſome other man, all things conſi- 


—_— . miſtakes N been ſo n 


* vou n not, Larely, ales your ods of Chriſtianity 
from the repreſentations of ſome of our modern Deiſts. But, 


they are as - commentators, and to the full as candid, as 


5 muſt, indeed, be driven to the moſt wretched 
- ſhifts, when we have no other ſupport, for what we proclaim 


a doctrine of the Goſpel, than the teſtimonies of either the 
one or the 9 


Iu 805 | or 


darkneſs, towards clearly unfolding to us 


caſion, is not the point to be conſidered. 


Pliny; neither are the opinions of the Ori- 


there is only One eternal Deity, One onl 


„ God, there 1s none elſe beſide Tg 5g: 18 
God in heaven above, and upon the earth 


out of my hand.” Again, Iſaiah 37, 16. 
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the doctrines of ſcripture. 
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But, whatever Socinus kgs faid, or how- 
ever he was attected upon any par ticular oc- 


Neither are the records of Lucian, nor of 


gens, the Jeromes, the Polycarps, and of 
all the other fathers ſo much as the duſt 
of the balance, in determining the queſtion 
in debate between us. My appeal is, to zhe 
faith, which was once delivered to the ſaints, 
to that charter of heaven graciouſly com- 
municated to man, to deciſively aſcertain the 
peerleſs perfections of the One Jehovah, and 
that pure homage which we OO. 
owe unto him, 
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But, here, he that runs; may read, that 


ſupreme, ſelf-exiſtent, and uncontroulable 
Governor of the univerſe. Hear, O Iſrael, 

ſays Moſes, Deut. 6, 4. the Lord our God 
is one Lord.” Again, 4, 35, 39. © The 
“ Lord, the Fehovah, he is God, the alone 


«.there is none elſe.” Again, 32, 39. © I, 
cc even I am He, and there is no God WITH 
E- neither is there any, who can deliver 


"7 O Lord 
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O Lord of hoſts, God of Ifrael---thou art 
* the God, even thou alone of all the king- 
** doms of the earth.“ Again, 44, 6. Thus 
e ſaith the Lord, the King of Iſrael, and his 
e Redeemer, the Lord of Hoſts, I am the 
6 firſt, and 1 am the laſt, and beſides me, 
Fe there is no God. Iam God, and there is 


none elſe,” 22. Is there a God beſide? 


“ Vea, there is no God, I know not any,” 
© 44, 8. &c. &c. &c. Such is alſo the ſub- 
lime and enlighted language of David. The 
Lord reigneth, in many paſſages. Thou 
art great, O Lord God; for there is none 
* like thee, neither is there any God beſide 
« thee.” 2 Sam. 7, 22. Thus alſo Solomon, 
* Kings 8, 27. Will God, indeed, dwell 
on the earth! behold the heaven, and the 
heaven of heavens cannot contain thee.” 
And thus all the prophets univerſally. The 
ſame is likewiſe the doctrine of our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt. There is none good, but 
«© One, that 1s God. And this 1s life eter- 
* nal, to know Thee, the only true God.” 
Paul, alfo, and all the other apoſtles, har- 
moniouſly affirm, that there is none other 
God but One, the King eternal, the immor- 
tal, and inviſible, and the only wiſe God. 
and hence it follows, that no other Being 
whatever, in the univerſe, can have any 
Power over any of the creatures he has made, 
without his permiſſion and concurrence. 
Thus the Pſalmiſt teacheth, Pf. 136, 1; 2, 
34.0 __ thanks unto the Lord---Ogive 
| thanks 
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& thanks unto the God of Gods---O' give 
e thanks-unto the Lord of Lords---to him, 
* who alone doeth great wonders: for his 
4 mercy endureth for ever.. T hus alſo Iſa. 
44, 24. I am the Lord, who makethall 
things, who ſtretcheth. forth the heavens 
« alone, who ſpreadeth abroad the earth by 
« myſelf.” And, not to multiply paſſages to 
the ſame purpoſe, ſuch is likewiſe the lan- 
guage of Jeſus Chriſt ; who ſays, that © He 5 
„ maketh his Sun to riſe on tlie evil and on 
the good, and ſendeth rain on the juſt and _ $ 
6 unjuſt---that the hairs of our heads are | 
numbered with him, and that not even a 
« ſparrow can fall to the ground without 
his leave.” Therefore, the One only God, 
is not only the ſupreme and independent 
Sovereign of the univerſe, excluſive of all 
others, the high and lofty One, who inha- 
| bitetheternity, but alſo the immediate om- 
nipotent, unceaſing ſupport of his immenſe 
creation, the Ruler of all other rulers, the 
Governor of all other governors, who will 
never give his glory to any other being, and 
whoſe alone wiſdom and. juſtice will ever 
protect and defend his faithful ſervants, in 
their dutiful ſubjection to him. He is the 
hearer of prayer. He is the One only very 
God. He is, therefore, the only objeck of all 
. homage, adoration, and praiſe, 
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But, it is not more abſolutely irrational 
| and abſurd, to affirm that all Chriſtians, 
. compole only one individual being, than to 
1 affirm, 
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affirm, that the One God, the One only ever- 


laſting, peerleſs Jehovah, conſiſteth of three 


perſons, according to the firſt article of the 


Church of England, or of four perſons, ac- 
cording to the ſecond article of that church; 
I fay of four perſons, according to the ſe- 
cond article of that church, for //awo whole 
and perfe natures muſt ever conſtitute two 
diſtinct perſons, The ſcriptures are not, in 
the leaſt, equivocal upon this ſubject. They 
are clear and deciſive in declaring the One 
God, to be one perſon, or one being, and 
that this being 1s the Father of all. Paul 
ſays, There is but One God, the Father, 1 Cor. 


8, 4, 5. whom he calls, Col. 1, 3. The God 


and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, To the 
ſame purpoſe, ſee Gal. 1, 3, 4. Eph. 5, 20. 
Phil. 2, 11. 1 Theſ. 1, 1. 2 Thel. 2, 16. Ja. 


I, 27. &. &c. &c. But our Lord Jeſus 


Chriſt, likewiſe, when ſolemnly addreſſing 
himſelf to the Father, aſcribes to him the 


incommunicable prerogative of being the 
only true God. Thrzs, ſays he, is Jife eternal, 


10 know Thee the only true God. And, inſtead 
of claiming Godhead to himſelf, he declares 
himſelf to be only the ſent of God, or bis 


- ambaſſador. If, therefore, Jeſus Chriſt pray- 


ed to the only true God, and if the only 
true God, to whom he prayed, was the 
Father, neither Jeſus Chriſt, therefore, 

Yor, the Holy Spirit, 18 the only true 
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But you inſinuate, that Jeſus Chriſt is 
God, becauſe, at his birth, God was mani- 


feſt in the fleſh. p. 22. You might as well 
have argued, however, that the heavens 
are God, | becauſe God is manifeſt in the 


heavens. _ | 


You again affirm that Jeſus Chriſt 1s God, 


him, God over all bleſed for ever. But, you 
know, that this paſſage will bear to be dif- 
ferently rendered. The apoſtle had ſaid be- 


becauſe Paul, you uf Rom. 9, 5. ſtyles 


fore, Who are Iſraelites, to whom pertaineth 
or, whoſe 1s the adoption, and the glory, and the 
covenants, and the giving of the law, and the 


ſervice of God, and the promiſes ; whoſe are the 
fathers, and of whom, as concerning the fleſh, 
Chriſt came. What more natural concluſion 


could he have made to this paſſage, than, 
Whoſe is the God over all bleſſed for ever. But 
we may alſo point the paſſage differently, 
put a period after za»; and then the pro- 


per reading of it will be, according to the 


original, Of whom, as concerning the fleſh, 
Chrift came, who is over all. God is bleſſed for 


ever. Or, Bleſſed be God for ever. Take 
which of theſe readings you pleaſe. One of 
them you muſt prefer to our common tranſ- 


lation, to make Paul conſiſtent with him- 
ſelf. For, while Paul believed, that the 


Father was the head of Chriſt, and the God 
and Father of Chriſt, he could not have 


written, that Chrift is God over all, unleſs he 


_ only 
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only ny this, that Chriſt was appointed 
by God, to be head over. all things for the good 
of his church*.  — Fe 


But you likewiſe deciſively maintain, that 


Thomas called Jeſus, his Lord and his God. 


And, fully to eſtabliſh this point, you think 
it fufficient to print in Italics the words, 
e unto him.” Thomas, you ſay, anſwered and 
ſaid uxro Hu, my Lord and my God. To 
whom elſe, indeed, was he ever ſuppaſed to 
have ſpoken the words? But, how is it clear, 
therefore, that he meant to call Jeſus his 
Lord and his God? Upon the diſcovery of | 
ſome wonderful event, which previouſly ap- 

peared to me altogether incredible, I may 
ſay, unto you, My Lord and my God,” with- 
out being underſtood to conſider. you, as 
either one, or the other. And why ſhould 
we not interpret, in the ſame manner, the 
addreſs of Thomas to Jeſus ? Thomas, ſure- 
ly was not very credulous. Nothing leſs than 
ocular demonſtration could convince him 
that Jeſus was riſen. Can we imagine, then, 


Paul alſo ſays, 1 Cor. 15, 28, when all things ſhall be 
« ſubdued unto him, then ſhall the Son alſo himſelf be ſub- 
«« ject unto him, that put all wa under him, that God 
% may be all in all.” Paul, therefore, declared here, as in 
other places, that Chriſt is not very God. For, How ſhould 
the very God be ſubje& to himſelf? Or, How ſhould the very 
God receive the kingdom from himſelf, and again deliver up 
the kingdom to himſelf? I cannot help thinking, that your 
time might be employed to good purpoſe, if you would re- 
conſider the unhappily miſguided Lindſey's Apology, the Letter 
on the Logos written in the year 17 30, Cardale's True Doc- 
trine, nay, even Doctor Prieſtley's penny pamphlets, &c. 


that, 
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that upon ſeeing that Jeſus was really riſen, 


he, who could before believe nothing; ſhould 
immediately believe that' Jeſus was Almighty 
God? Was the reſurrection from the dead, 
a proof of divinity in the perſon raiſed? Was 
it not rather a proof that Deity properly be- 
longed to the Being who raiſed him? And is 


it not more natural to ſuppoſe that Thomas, 


filled with the utmoſt admiration and ſur- 
priſe at the power of God, in the reſurrec- 
tion of Jeſus, ſhould have looked up to 


God, as that adoreable Being with whom 


nothing is impoſſible, when he ſaid, by way 
of exclamation, to Jeſus, My Lord, and my 
God, than that he ſhould have conſidered 
jeſus as his Lord and his God, and conſe- 
quently have believed, firſt, that his God 


had been in the ſtate of the dead, and, ſe- 


condly, that the dead raifed himſelf? 


But, once more, you aſſert, that Chriſt. 


was God before he was man, p. 22. And you 
_ endeavour to ſupport: this aſſertion, by 
ſaying, that he exiſted in the form of God, be- 
fore he exiſted in the hkeneſs of man. But the 
3 only ſay, Who being in the form of 


Goa---took upon him the form of a ſervant, and 


was made in the likeneſs of men. The ſcrip- 
tures do not ſay, that he was not in the form 
of God, and in the form of a ſervant, at the 
ſame time. The ſcriptures rather ſuppoſe 
this. And it is every way agreeable to the 
context, to conclude that the apoſtle had no 


reference 
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reference to different times, but to the ſame 
time. Who being in the form of God,” 
having authority from him, yet humbled 
* himſelf to the ſtate of a ervant,. or condi- 
be tion of a ſlave *. 8 


Beſides, the ſcriptures, : fiend af inform 
ing us, that the Son is very God, or that 
Jeſus Chriſt is coequal, or coeternal with the 
Father, exprelslyt teach the contrary doctrine. 
They moſt explicitly declare, that the Father 
| ſent the Son to be the Saviour of the world, 
that the Son proceeded from the Father, did 
nothing of himſelf, came not to do his own 
will but the will of the Father, and frequent- 
ly addreſſed himſelf in prayer to the Father. 
Indeed, you yourſelf acknowledge, Sir, p. 
. 24, that there are ſome texts which intimate 

_ diſparity and inferiority, which ſpeak of 
fending and being ſent, and the like. But 
how 1s it ſuppoſable, that the Spirit of Truth 
could ever intimate inferiority or diſparity, 
if there was no room for ſuch diſtinctions, 
or {hould ſpeak of ſending and of being ſent, 
if no ſuch things could poſſibly happen. ,But 
the Spirit of Truth ſays, farther, that the 
Son was the ſeed of the woman, the root of 
Jefle, the ſervant of the Lord of hoſts, the 
meſſenger of the covenant, a man of ſorrows 
and acquainted with grief, and a prophet 
like unto Moſes, whom the Lord God ſhould 


dee ſome papers in the Theological Repoſitory, on the 
| Form of God, &c. 50 2 . /. 2/9. 2 ” 


raiſe 
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raiſe up unto the Jews. The Son is again 
called, a man approved of God, by won- 
ders, and ſigns, and miracles, which God 
did by him: and in conſequence of his hu- 
mility and obedience to the Father, we are, 
farther, informed, that God alſo hath highly 
exalted him, and given him a name that is 
above every name, and hath appointed him 
to be the judge of quick and dead. And, 

agreeably to the above deſcription, we alſo 
learn, that Jeſus was an infant, that he grew 
in wiſdom and ftature, and that he was made 
like unto his brethren in all things, fin only 
excepted. Nay, under the exalted character 
of Mediator, he 1s deſcribed as man. There 
is One Mediator, between God and man, 
the man Chriſt Jeſus. And, indeed, the 
idea of Mediator manifeſtly excludes the 
ſappoſition of his having been God fince, as 
you ſay, a Mediator muſt communicate with 
both parties. But, if the Mediator be God, 


there is only one party lake. with whom to 
communicate ?. 


Again, if we attend - to the ſcripture ac- 

count of the Holy Spirit, we do not meet 
with the moſt diſtant intimation, that this 
was God, but the marvellous effects of the 
various diſplays of his power. The Holy 

„The worſhippers of Chriſt,” you ſay, p. 22, are 
charged with idolatry, If he be a mere man, or, indeed, 


if he be a creature, there is foundation for the charge.“ 1 


wiſh you to review this paſſage, and * what you here 
aſſert with the ſcripture evidence. 


Spirit, 
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Spirit, with which Jeſus was baptiſed, was | 
the power of working miracles, of diſcern- ' 
ing the hearts, and of foreknowing future i 
events. Miracles were the Holy Spirit by 1 
which the goſpel was eſtabliſned. And the | 
Holy Spirit, which was promiſed to the apo- Fl 
Mes, and which they received on the day of 1 
Pentecoſt, was the gift of languages, and | | 
the ſpirit of ' prophecy, Kc, They were all 
filled with, the Holy Spirit, and began to ſpeak 
with other tongues as the Spirit gave them ut- | 
terance. And it is manifeſt, from the whole 1 A 
ſcripture hiſtory, that the Holy Spirit ſigni- 
fies ſome ſupernatural gift or endowment, of 
one kind. or other, beſtowed by God upon 
ü — perſons, 405 * edification of his | 


Sober me now, then, Sir, to 3 you, | 
in your own words, p. 20, 21. lf we are 
to worſhip only the Lord our God---and if St. 
Poul blamed 7he heathen, becauſe they gave di- 
vine worſhip to thoſe unquce ves O , ſhall ave be 
blameleſs, when we wo; wy gf _ he be 


Guo Sees; 4 


9 Our Lord ſaid to the apoſtles, 1 155 1 457 £ © When 
He the Spirit of Truth,” by the Spirit of Truth, you will 
admit, was meant 2% Holy Spirit, “ is come, he will guide you 
into all truth.“ But the apoſtles never intimate, that the 
Spirit of Truth taught them that the Holy Spirit is God, or that 
God is a Trinity of Perſons. Vet, if this doctrine be the 
doctrine of truth, it was the indiſpenſable office of the Spirit 
of truth, to have inſtructed the apoſtles in it, and that in oe 

Moſt unequivecal and expreſs terms. 
* My ꝙuce uc Ot, is, who by nature are not Gods. 


Suffer Z 


—— 
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Suffer me, again, as a concluſion of the 


ws to lay before you the apoſtle John's 


deſcription of thoſe Antichrifts who were 
to ariſe 1 in' the church. 


| Firſt, he dods not call him Antichriſt, 
Go does not adore Jeſus Chriſt as very God, 
or who does not believe, that he is coequal | 
and coeternal with the Father. But Vo is 
4 Har, ſays he, but be that denieth that Jeſus 
7s the Chriſt? But when we aſſert, that Jeſus 
is the fupreme God, we oy that he is the 
Chriſt. For the Chriſt ſignifies the anointed 
One, or one choſen and exalted to domimion 
by another. If Jeſus, therefore, was the 
Supreme God, there could have been na 
being, to anoint, or ſend, or exalt him. Be- 
ſides, to call the ſame being both God him- 
ſelf, and the Chriſt of God, is a palpable 
contradiction; for the Chriſt of God, muſt 
ever mean a different being, from God him- 
ſelf, and one inferior to him. 


Secondly, this abt calls thoſe Anti- 
chriſts, who deny both the Father and the Son. 
But, when we ſay, that the One God con- 
ſiſts of Three perſons, each of which is to 
be conſidered as the One God, we deny that 

the One God is the One God, we, therefore, 
deny the Father. And when we call the 
Son the One God, we alſo deny the Son; 
for the one God cannot be a Son, nor have 
any Faber. I * of the Trinity, 


there- 


* * 244 „ oo 
= 


ts tat 
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8 and we deny that he! is come in the fleſh. 
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3 is clearly a denial hotly of: the Er. 
ing a Aan, N | 43 

"Thirdly, this apoſtle. — e Anti 
chriſts, who denied or confeſſed not, that Feſus _ 
Chrift is come into the fleſh. But to come in the 5 
Held, ſignifies to be involved in all the in- 
firmities, ſufferings, and changes of human 
nature. And this; again, implies that the 
being, ſo eircumſtanced, muſt have been a 
man. When we aſſert, therefore, that Jeſus 
is the Supreme God, we deny him to be the 
Chriſt, we deny him to be the Son of _ 


3 


Thus, Sir, — 1 Gas: l 5 
to you my ſentiments, upon a moſt impor- 
tant doctrine; | which you will not, I hope, 
rect with ſcorn, but examine with the can- | 
dour and neee at aman. 1 
"Pot, 55 gh we ; wy Gill corinnet —_ | 


differ, I will not charge you with Impious 


* or with en ene 5 


00 aim at — FJ but Truth. T And that 
we may know the truth, and that the truth 
wh of, us 1D : ſhall ever. EUR s FORO 2 ö 


Rev. Sir, your Adis e Ge. 
"IR 1 THEOSEBES. 


* 


